
r STATE OF ILLINOIS

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: December 15, 1971

MEMO TO: Director William L. Blaser

FROM: C. E. Clark

SUBJECT-. ST. CLA1R COUNTY - Land Pollution Control
Sauget/Gauget and Company

This IB in reference to your memorandum of December 1, 1971, regarding
complaintB of a dump operated by Monsanto.

Very briefly, Monsanto owns or controls peoperty adjacent to the sub-
ject landfill which is covered to a depth of 20 feet or more vith cinders
from the Union Electric generating station. For several years this has
been a depository for millions of gallons per year of various high strength
liquid wastes generated by the Company, as veil as various exotic chemical
wastes from their laboratory. The operation is supervised by Sauget and
Company. I tried to stop or control this operation in 1967, but it was
taken from my supervision and put under the Tanitary Water Board. Ad-
ditional details are contained in the attached memorandum.

iince F.auget and Company operated both sites, I combined them in the
case I filed against ifauget and Company. The Board did not take action
againsc the Monsanto site, except to require that they provide a report on
the operation. This vac forvarded to the Agency before the deadline, and
V'as referred to the Land and Vater Divisions for comment. The attached
memo previously cited, is my reply. To the best of my knowledge, the
setter has not been referred back to the Board, nor received any other
euiention, except that an attempt vas made to bring the matter into ihe
Monsanto Variance hearing, vith considerable protest from the Company.
fince a ruling has not been made, I cannot evaluate the success of the
attempt.

The matter is now (and has been since the date of ny memo) at a point
beyond which we cannot proceed without assiscance from the Board in re-
quiring addition test veils, properly located and installed. As far ?:
I am concerned, I believe that this case constitu-eE a flagrant violation
of the Act vith full knowledge of the perpetrators,and admitted in their
report, copy attached, vith regard to the increase in phenol content in
the test wells. I am deeply disturbed that soms action has not been taken
?inc*- my Tcemorandum -vis filed on July 20, 1971, r.tid have made numerous
inquiries to the Division sf Lersl '"ervices --i~':i no apparent re?ulvs.

EVERY INTER-OFFICE LETTER SHOULD HAVE ONLY ONE SUBJECT.
ALL LETTERS TO BE SIGNED ... NO SALUTATION OR COMPLIMENTARY CLOSING NECESSARY.
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«*, -' ( STATE OF ILLINOIS

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: December 15, 1971

MEMO TO: Director William L. Blaser

FROM: C. E. Clark

SUBJECT: ST. CLAIR COUNTY - Land Pollution Control
SaugeL/jauget and Company

Your serious consideration of this case and its implications are urgently
requested, since this involve* one of the most, if. not the most productive
and heavily pumped aquifer in the State. It has been so seriously abused
throughout the Councy that it is questionable how much longer it will be
u^eable, a poinu which we give serious consideration every time a landfill
io proposed in uhai: area.

C. E. Clark, Manager
Division of Land Pollution Control

CLCrcp

Attachment:

C J E V E R Y INTER-OFFICE LETTER SHOULD H A V E ONLY ONE SUBJECT.
(O ALL LETTER? TO BE SIGNED . . . NC S A L U T A T I O N OR COMPLIMENTARY CLOSING N E C E S S A R Y .



>\ ." STATE OF ILLINOIS ('
K N Y I K O N M E H T A L P:.wTF.CTIOh A G t K C Y

I N T E R - O r F I C E CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: December 15, 19/1

MEMO TO; Director Wllllaa L. Firmer

FROM: C. E. Clark "''.

SUBJECT: ST. C1AIR COUNTY - Land Pollution Control
Ssuset/r3u~et ant! Company

This is in reference to your memorandum of Decenber 1, 1971, regarding
complaints of a dump operated by Monsanto.

Very briefly, Monsento OTTIS or controls peoperty adjacent to the riib-
ject landfill which is covered ':o a depth of 20 feet or more vith cinders
from che Union L'lectrie senerating station. For several years this has
been a depository for millions of gallons per year of various high strength
liauid vasces generated by ';he Company, Is --sll a? various exotic chemical
wauLes from their laboratory. The operation is supervised by Pau^et and
Company. 1 tried to stop or control tills operation in 1967, but it '--as
uaken from my supervirion and put under the 'unitary *??.tcr T^oard. Ad-
dicional details are contained in the attached -?r.oranduTn.

i.ince :'aup.eu and Company operated both rites, 1 combined then in the
case I filed againrc faucet and Company. The Eoard did not take action
a^ainsc che Monsanto s i~r , cx~ppt to require that tney provide a report; c-i
che operr.cion. This '.ran forwarded to the Arency before the deadline, aad
vas referred to the Land and tfater Divisions for cosrnent. The attached
memo previously cited, ir ny reply. To'the best of ay knc--led-e, the
rr.t^cr has .r.oc been referred bnck :o the ?c;;-rii, rtor received cny oth;r
attention, except that an attempt vas made to bring the aatter Into :hc
Monsanto "ariance hearing, "ith considerable protest from the Corpnny.
.;'ince a ruling ha: not be?n made, 1 cannot evaluate the cuccsss of the
nccerapc.

Ths matter is now (and has been since the date of cry memo) r.t » point
beyond which «-e cannot proceed vichout ftr.ri-<-pnce from -.ho Toard i-^ i.x-
cuiring addition test veils, properly located r.nd installed. A- far ?:
I 8«a concerned, 1 believe that this case conrtitve.- -. fl-.-rrnt violatlia .
of the Act vith full knovledpe of the perpptrr.rors .end rdnitrcd ir. their
report, copy attached, '.-1th regard to the increase in phenol content in
the test wellp^ 1 am deeply disturbed that F.O-X action has not been taken
?in-» my memorandum -•-$ filed on July 20, l r>71, r.nd have cade numerous
inquiries to the Dv'i"i?:i of Ler,5l ''crvicer. -i :\ r.o apparent rcrul ' s .

CO
en EVERY INTES-OFFICE LETTER SHOULD HAVE ONLY ONE SUBJECT.

ALL LETTERS TO DE S',GNE.U ... NO SALUTATION OR COMPLIMENTARY CLOSING NECESSARY.
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